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“ADIEU SWEET AMARYLLIS” 
Letter excerpts from Friend MaryLou Goertzen, Deadwood (OR) 


Instead of sending flowers to Cathy Jory’s memorial at Berkeley Meeting, I’m sending you a drawing of 
an amaryllis for a wider sharing if you wish. We’d like to be at the memorial but are happy that on our recent trip 
we were able to spend a morning with her taking her to what was to be her new trailer home. And then later on 
Sunday we were at Meeting with her. It turned out to be the last goodby. 

The drawing is also in memory of Maude Powell. I wanted to be at her memorial too, but it wasn’t 
possible. We had a good visit with her on our previous trip a few months before she died. 

I thought of the amaryllis flower because of the song “Adieu Sweet Amaryllis,” which is a farewell song. 
Also, my mother died at the time her amaryllis was fading. So it represents bidding farewell for me. 

Interestingly enough, it is also the opposite, saying hello. While on our trip, two babies were born here 
in Deadwood within four hours of each other. It made it convenient for the African midwife from Corvallis to 
attend both births in one trip. The Amaryllis was the birth flower of one of the newborns, Leonora. I did an 
Amaryllis drawing for her and also sang the tune of “Adieu Sweet Amaryllis” with new words welcoming her at 
her naming ceremony. 
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Of Gifts and Reconciliation 

“To feel connected, encouraged, of value, with 
meaning — these are gifts we can give one another. They 
can help restore our sanity and hope. This is the substance 
of reconciliation.” — Gene Knudsen- Hoffman from 
“No Conflict, No Reconciliation” published in this 
issue. 

Friend Gene Knudsen-Hoffman, author and 
peacemaker, who initiated and developed the US- 
USSR Reconciliation Program for the Fellowship of 
Reconciliation and is currently in residence at the 
Center for Nonviolence in Santa Cruz, recently 
delivered the paper published here as a speech to 
peace workers. | consider it a gift to Friends, arriving 
at a time most needful. May it be useful to many. 

Another recent gift I value is the humor 
generated by a typographical error which occurred in 
a tense time of production during the printing of the 
April issue. The decision to print Friends Bulletin by 
desk-top publishing has meant a shift in the editor’s 
production habits. The entire process from typeset- 
ting through layout and printing bears little resem- 
blance to our former system. (Only copyediting 
remains the same though the copy has a very changed 
appearance.) This has required a different organiza- 
tion. 

I discovered, after driving to Berkeley to do 
the laser printing for layout copy, that I had not 
brought with me an address I needed which I had 
obtained through two long-distance calls. It was 
impossible to reach the Friends I had called earlier. 
No one was at my home to look up the information. 
After several futile attempts at telephoning (finding 
the closest pay phone in the neighborhood), I 
conceded that another trip to the laser printer would 
have to be made the following day. I was so distracted 
by this last minute scheduling complication that I 
missed seeing and correcting an obvious error. In fact, 
I inadvertently created (to the amazement and 
perhaps dismay of FWCC and Anne Friend) a new 
committee on “War Tax Returns”! (April 1988, p. 
135). It was not until I picked up the finished copies 
at the bindery that I discovered my editorial boner 
and the humor of it. 

The Friends Committee on War Tax 


Concerns, sponsored by FWCC, and others may wish 
(Continued on page 151) 
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No Conflict, No Reconciliation 


by Gene Knudsen-Hoffman, Santa Barbara 
Meeting (CA) 

The fields for reconciliation are vast. 
Few of them are seeded. Reconciliation seems 
always something we’re going to get to — 
tomorrow. Perhaps it’s because conflict is 
looked upon today as “mental illness” was thirty 
years ago. It’s considered shameful, somehow 
indicating that we’re unstable, untrustworthy, 
poor risks. I see conflict as the hidden wound of 
today. Whenever I’ve worked, wherever I’ve 
lived, there has been this secret sore, unacknow- 
ledged, draining our energies. 

Personal conflict means people see 
things differently and both people feel they’re 
right. This often causes anger. | think anger is 
a message that something is threatening us and 
we feel helpless. Conflict is not the threat, 
though how we handle it can be. It can be 
either energizing or debilitating. Conflict can be 
a significant teacher. Through it we may come 
to reconciliation. Reconciliation is the bringing 
together of that which has been sundered, set 
apart. How might we resolve conflict? How do 
we bring separated people together again? Here 
are some ways: 

First we need to understand that there 
is often a deep fear of exposing differences and 
admitting conflict. The admission of differences 
and conflict in a relationship often shakes our 
comfortable assumptions. How often do we stay 
with the hurtful familiar instead of daring the 
unfamiliar? A common response to feeling hurt, 
rejected or ignored is to continue in an uncom- 
fortable denial, doggedly proceeding without 
resolution, smothering feelings, seeking to make 
things right by being “nice.” Often we peace- 
people are so disturbed at being angry that we 
refuse to acknowledge conflict and try to 
appease. It doesn’t work. 

Sometimes we try to reduce the anxiety 
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by quick forgiveness thinking it’s necessary to 
“forgive and forget” as rapidly as possible. This 
doesn’t work either, for we deny the unresolved 
issues. They remain and continue to poison the 
relationship. 

Sometimes we try confrontation, which 
isa healthy move. But if we don’t take into 
account the condition of our opponent, if we 
don’t understand his/her fears and anxieties, if 
we don’t speak carefully to his/her condition — 
reconciliation does not take place. Our oppo- 
nents can easily feel their share of truth is 
rejected, and the conflict lingers on. 

When I have these first intimations of 
differences, discontent or resentment, I need to 
honor them. I must not discard them as mean, 
petty or shameful. I feel these are messages 
telling me something is wrong and I must look at 
it. I believe my first responsibility is to seek to 
change myself, to deepen my understanding, to 
examine my motives. Sometimes a shift in my 
perception can accomplish the healing. 

If this isn’t enough, then I must take it 
to the person with whom I am in conflict and 
seek to settle it by care-fronting, telling the 
other person what’s going on in me as carefully 
as I can. If this doesn’t resolve the difficulties 
and the anger continues, it’s time to ask some- 
one to mediate the differences. An outside 
person who cares for both of us and doesn’t take 
sides enables me to be more responsible for what 
I say. Hopefully both of us can talk without 
inflicting hurt upon one another. Using a 
mediator enables us to look at unpleasant, 
possibly unwelcome perceptions, without feeling 
the compulsion to act on them. The mediator’s 
presence can enable each to listen with less fear 
blocking the communication. 

If the conflict can’t be resolved by these 
means, the next step could be to have the 
mediator meet separately with the conflicting 
parties, interpreting each to the other. Thich 

(Continued on page 140) 
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(No Conflict: continued from page 139) 

Nhat Hanh, the Vietnamese Zen master and 
peacemaker has suggested this process: “Recon- 
ciliation is to understand both sides, to go to one side 
and describe the suffering being endured by the other 
side; then to go to the other side and descibe the 
suffering endured by the first side.” Of course the 
desirable outcome is to have both people 
acknowledge their differences, come to a new 
resolution of them and emerge more loving than 
before. If this does not happen, they probably 
must separate and work individually to forgive 
and understand the other and themselves. 

I believe the time is here when peace- 
makers need to focus on reconciliation. We are 
surrounded by conflicts in our lives and in the 
world. I find many of our efforts to resolve them 
are adversarial, which simply means they set a 
person or a group against another person or 
another group. 

I’ve been looking at Central America. 
It seems to me that most of our “peace actions” 
there have been against U.S. policy and against 
the Contras. I wonder if we could have done 
something besides oppose. (Peace Brigades and 
Witness for Peace did much to stand with the 
Nicaraguans and Guatemalans in their suffering 
and guide people to safe places.) Perhaps 
focusing on building the new society in the USA 
instead of attacking the old might have begun a 
transformation. Perhaps we need to be the 
changes we want to see in others. This is much 
harder than asking others to change, but it 
might reduce the fear which often leads peace- 
makers (in the words of Henri Nouwen) “to 
attack the forces of death directly and to 
underestimate their power .... Then the same 
fear that leads the warmakers to war starts to 
affect the peacemakers; the strategy of war and 
the strategy of peace become the same and 
peacemaking has lost its heart.” 

Here I want to share with you some of 
the thoughts of Adam Curle, British Quaker and 


longtime mediator in third world countries from 
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his stunning booklet called True Justice. 

He drew his inspiration from this 
quotation from the book of James 3:18: “True 
justice is the harvest reaped by peacemakers 
from seeds sown in the spirit of peace.” I find it 
inspiring, too. 

“I begin,” he writes, “with a concept of 
human nature based on the belief that there is 
within each of us a divine element ... and this 
God within is ever available, awaiting our call to 
help us restore the harmony .... Our access to 
this deep mind [of God] is blocked by the rubble 
of prejudices, fears, memories of hurt, confusion, 
humiliation, likes and dislikes. And above all, 
by misinformation about [the Divine presence].” 

Adam Curle sees three present ob- 
stacles to peace which are our various stages of 
development: One is the quiescent stage where 
the oppressed are unaware. Next is the revolu- 
tionary stage where people are aware of their 
oppression and want to throw it off. Last is the 
conflict of equals — conflicts between neigh- 
bors, businessmen, nations. “Today,” he says, 
“we are in the stage of revolutions.” 

How do we approach these conflicts? 

Believing that “reconciliation” is the 
only true basis for peace, Adam Curle recom- 
mends that we act “from awareness of the good 
in others [so] we will promote the expression of 
the good.” This, of course, springs from remem- 
bering the divinity which exists within each 
human being. In the mediation sessions we must 
practice “the absolute necessity: attentive 
listening.” We must be “inwardly still and as 
receptive as possible [so we can] hear exactly 
what is said.” 

If we listen in this way, “we not only 
‘hear’ the other person, but we communicate 
with him or her through our true nature.” And 
“we must remember that this ‘true nature’ exists 
in members of the other side, those we oppose.” 
As Paolo Friere wrote of unjust people: “they, 
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too, are maimed by what they are doing. They, 
too, must be rescued.” 

The primary purpose of the peacemaker 
is to liberate the victim and to free the oppres- 
sors from the degradation in which they are 
trapped as well. “Peacemakers [need to] affirm 
that they are on the side of all who are caught in 
the trap of war, whether as civilians, soldiers or 
political leaders. The only enemy a peacemaker 
may know is the belief that human problems can 
be solved through violence.” 

Here I shall leave Adam Curle and 
consider protest and resistance versus reconcili- 
ation. I believe protest and resistance are 
important. They are not reconciliation. They 
can be preludes to it. Protest is a way of an- 
nouncing that an injustice is being committed. 
Protest says “Look! Help! This must change.” It 
can be an act of courage which stands bravely 
against the violence of unjust deeds. Resistance, 
like protest, is a way of saying “no.” It is a call to 
awareness; it can be a first step toward non- 
violent action. All through history, saying no to 
an unust power has been an act of supreme 
courage. Many have died for it. Both these may 
open ways to reconciliation. 

The question before us is: “Do we 
soften the heart of our opposition by protest and 
resistance?” My response is: rarely. Softening 
the heart of our adversary seems to require other 
actions. I believe that to soften the hearts of 
those opposed to us, we must approach them 
with loving concern and an effort to see things 
from their point of view. In this way we may, 
perhaps, invite the healing presence within 
them into the world. Of course we may fail, but 
Gandhi taught us that it is not ours to determine 
the fruits of our actions. It is ours to trust that 
we may have planted some seeds on fertile 
ground, but we do not know when, if ever, they 
will be harvested. “No matter how small a thing 
you do,” Gandhi reminds us, “it is very impor- 
tant that you do it.” 
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Many of us have dealt with hard hearts 
— often our very own. Many of us have 
despaired of ever changing them. Here I want to 
share the attitude of John Woolman, the Quaker 
abolitionist who lived in the 19th century. As 
Daisy Newman said, “Unlike his predecessors in 
the anti-slavery movement, Woolman did not 
condemn the slave-holders. He spoke to his 
hosts out of such tenderness and deep humility 
that they could take no offense, for it was clear 
that he sympathized as much with them as with 
the slaves.” 

Now, for a last thought. There is a 
Buddhist saying, “If you feel anger and aggres- 
sion against someone, give that person a gift.” 
What kinds of gifts might we bring to the 
Contras or Oliver North? Is there some kind of 
service we might perform which would acknowl- 
edge our connections instead of our separation? 
Is there something we could do which would 
show them the humanity we wish they would 
show others? Understanding? Respect for their 
divine potential? Inviting their concern for 
others because we express our concern for them? 
Listening? Perhaps these are gifts we can give — 
even to those whose actions we oppose. 

To feel connected, encouraged, of 
value, with meaning — these are gifts we can 
give one another. They can help restore our 
sanity and hope. This is the substance of 
reconciliation. 

None of this will come to pass if we do 
not put reconciliation into practice, moment by 
moment, day by day. If we choose to be recon- 
cilers, then we must choose to study and practice 
this work. And then we might be given the gift 
of transformation we are all longing for. 
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FORUM 


The editor does not necessarily agree with the opinions 
expressed by correspondents in the Forum and Letters sec- 
tions of Friends Bulletin. In a spirit of democratic dialogue 
Friends Bulletin publishes all Friends’ voices. We leave to 
readers to determine where truth and vision reside. We 
welcome responses to ongoing dialogues. Because of space 
limitations, the editor requests that letters and forum articles 


be shorter than heretofore and submitted in typed, double- 


spaced form. 


Reply to March 1988 Issue 
by Sally W. Bryan, San Juan Worship Group (WA) 

Albert Camus, a thinker and writer I 
admire, once said, “Despair has no survival value.” 
Often his words have stiffened my intention and my 
will to be a master of my own attitudes. 

Certainly his warning was necessary to me 
when | read in the March 1988 Friends Bulletin the 
responses to my words on “Marriage” which appeared 
in the January Bulletin. Robert Schutz entitled his 
open letter, “Discrimination is a Crime,” thereby 
making clear demonstration of the attention that 
must be given to language if reasonable persons are to 
weigh issues together. 

Discrimination is a word that, because of its 
imprecise use over the past few decades, has become 
distorted and devalued. Some types of discrimination 
are unjust; because of this fact, the word has been used 
as if all discrimination is ipso facto unjust. The word 
has become a disparaging one: to call something 
“discriminatory” is a shorthand way of condemning it. 

This is a dangerous error. All knowledge, 
all human understanding, all possibility of human 
discourse (including the establishment of truth and 
justice) require discrimination. Each discrimination 
must, of course, be evaluated, but to make discrimina- 
tion itself equivalent to a crime, as Schutz does, is to 
make it impossible to distinguish anything from 
anything else. Does not all attempt at justice require 
the discrimination between the guilty and the 
innocent? All laws discriminate against someone — a 
law against child abuse discriminates against the child 
abuser; a law against stealing discriminates against the 
thief. The question that rational individuals must ask 
themselves is whether a particular discrimination is 
justifiable — whether there are reasonable and 
accepted grounds for making it. Discrimination is not 
wrong per se; it is wrong when it is arbitrary, 
unreasonable, unjust. And note that discrimination is 
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necessary in making that judgment 

Crime, too, is a word that is used loosely. A 
quick look at any dictionary establishes that a crime is 
the commission of an act that is forbidden by public 
law, or the omission of a duty prescribed by public 
law. It is a gross violation of a law, a grave offense. 

The attempt to preserve the particular 
meaning of a word is clearly no crime. But once that 
loose allegation has been made, it is easy to escalate 
the attack to the accusation that the person judged 
prepares the way for a new Holocaust. 

Schutz quotes Lewis Carroll’s discussion 
between Alice and Humpty Dumpty: who is to be the 
master, words or persons? But Carroll, of course, 
meant this to be funny, to induce thought. The 
solipsist alone defines words privately. Carroll was a 
great logistician; he was cognizant of the fact that it is 
agreement, logical, reasonable agreement, that is the 
basis of human community. That is precisely his 
point: we must be the master of language, holding to 
the carefully preserved human bridge. 

That is precisely my point, too. 

There is Greshman’s Law in economics: bad 
money drives out good. So, too, jargon, catch-words 
and phrases, popular distortions and inappropriate 
language-use drive out reasoned thought, and with it 
the possibility of repairing the human world. As 
Orwell wrote in Politics and the English Language forty 
years ago, “...the present political chaos is connected 
with the decay of language.” I could hardly ask for a 
better example of the danger implicit in the misuse of 
language than that made manifest in Robert Schutz’s 
open letter to me. 

Bob Jolly argues [in the same issue] that 
language changes. This is beyond doubt. Words are 
added and words are “enlarged” in meaning. Words 
fall out of use and words are distorted. True. But 
discrimination is required: when is this good and 
when is it bad? When is the concern major and when 
is it minor? Is it good or bad, major or minor, that the 
careless use of the words imply and infer is losing that 
distinction? Is it good that a person who is bright and 
lovely and given to the social pleasures can no longer 
be called gay with assurance of what is being commu- 
nicated? 

Human beings are emotional creatures, 
speaking and acting out of personal bias. But they are 
capable of rationality. The life of the mind is 
something that must be preserved for the good of 
mankind. It is no mere cultural adornment. It is the 
possibility that unique individuals (even each 
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snowflake differs!) may care enough about human 
meeting and human meaning to use, with respect and 
fidelity, the one tool they have for bridging myriad 
differences. Language is basic to the humanity of man 
and woman. 

What is gained and what is to be lost if we 
change the meaning of the word marriage? Are there 
reasonable, accepted grounds for making the distinc- 
tion? Is there a clear and justifiable reason for 
discriminating between homosexual and heterosexual 
unions? 

These are our questions. 


Thoughts on the Meaning of So-Called “Same- 
Sex Marriage” 
by Howard L. Bull, Palo Alto Meeting (CA) 

The following is a brief discussion of “same- 
sex marriage.” It is not intended to be a debate about 
homosexuality, and it need not be in conflict with 
Christian values of love, tolerance and understanding 
of individuals, and, if necessary, the protection of civil 
and religious rights of all people, including homosexu- 
als. 

Marriage is uniquely and historically defined 
as the spiritual, social, physical and legal unification 
of aman and a woman. It is a protected legal and/or 
religious institution primarily because of societal 
values associated with the propagation of the human 
race, that is, producing children. (Ge. 2:24 and 1 Ti. 
5:14) 

Some marriages may not produce children, 
and in some instances may not be intended to 
produce children. However, no so-called “same-sex 
marriage” offers even the possibility of the birth of 
children resulting naturally from a same-sex couple. 

Union of the natural polarity of male and 
female through sexual intercourse is inherent in the 
concept of “marriage,” since the inability to complete 
sexual intercourse is a historical and legal ground for 
annulment of a marriage. “Same-sex marriage” 
implies a sexual component which, for those of the 
same sex, would be a crime against nature, such as 
sodomy condemned by the Bible as a “wicked sin 
against the Lord” (Ge. 13:13 and 19:15) and regarded 
under both ecclesiastical law and common law as a 
crime of moral turpitude. 

Jesus Christ admonished us to be forgiving 
of the sins of others. To the sinner He said: “Go and 
sin no more.” (Jn. 8:11). It would be inconsistent and 
wrong for a Christian religion to actively celebrate, in 
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effect to endorse, a same-sex relationship that implies 
a wicked sin, while at the same time to subvert the 
basic meaning of marriage, one of life’s most sacred 
institutions. 

Courts have decided as follows: Marriage, as 
a term of common usage, means the state of union 
between persons of the opposite sex, even though 
statutory definitions sometimes do not say man and 
woman. Persons of the same sex cannot enter into a 
valid marriage contract, not because of any statutory 
prohibition, but because of their own incapability of 
entering into a marriage as that term is defined. 
Prohibition of “same-sex marriage” does not deny any 
fundamental right under either Federal or State 
Constitutions and is not irrational or invidious sex 
discrimination, but is based on the very nature and 
definition of marriage itself. 

“Same-sex” and “marriage” or “marriage 
without regard to sex” are inherently contradictory in 
concept and cannot be truthfully or seriously used in 
the same context. While people of the same sex may 
celebrate a personal commitment, honesty and 
integrity require their doing so in a way that does not 
imitate marriage. For Friends Meetings to participate 
in such celebrations would seriously undermine 
Friends’ traditional reputation for honesty, respect for 
morality and the celebration of marriage as a 
continuing sacrament. 


Out of the Silence 
by Christopher Hodgkin, University Meeting (WA) 

Connie Jolly, in an article in the September 
1987 Friends Bulletin, said that those who find the 
increasing support for homosexual marriage “funda- 
mentally, morally wrong” have an obligation to say so, 
and to say why they believe so. I did not respond 
then. I will now. 

(First, though, I find it impossible to restrain 
myself from commenting that when Connie Jolly 
likened Friends’ support for same-sex marriage to “a 
river rising among us” my immediate response was to 
note that where I grew up a rising river meant coming 
flood waters, a brief, violent unleashing of terribly 
destructive power which leaves behind damage, 
devastation, and sometimes death.) 

Quite simply, Connie Jolly, my present 
experience of God speaking to and within me is that 
homosexuality is directly contrary to the life of 
perfection to which God calls each of us. Through- 
out years of seeking and praying for leading on this 
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(Forum: continued from page 143) 

question the answer I have received has been 
unmistakable. God loves without equivocation those 
persons who choose homosexual lifestyles. But 
equally unequivocally that choice is contrary to how 
God would have us live. 

Just as Friends have been led over the 
centuries to the sure knowledge that pacifism is closer 
to the will of God than militarism, and that racial 
equality is closer to the will of God than racial 
discrimination, so I am led today to the equally sure 
knowledge that heterosexuality is closer to the will of 
God than homosexuality. 

I am led clearly to see Connie Jolly’s river 
rising among us as a river leading to the ocean of 
darkness, not the ocean of light. 

To the degree that our refusal to approve 
and endorse militarism in our Faith and Practice 
constitutes discrimination against and unequal 
treatment of militarists; to the degree that our refusal 
to approve and endorse segregationism in our Faith 
and Practice constitutes discrimination against and 
unequal treatment of segregationists; to that same 
degree our refusal to approve and endorse homosexu- 
ality and homosexual marriage in our Faith and 
Practice does constitute discrimination against and 
unequal treatment of homosexuals. So be it. 

It is not a failure in our duty to love all of 
our fellow men and women to declare certain 
behavioral choices as contrary to God’s teachings. 
God offers me, and I believe other Friends, a clear 
choice. We can submit to the cowardice of expedi- 
ency and approve that which God tells us is wrong. 
Or we can follow God’s leading as we hear it and face 
with love and open hearts the consequences which 
ensue. 

It is clear that we as Friends are not yet 
united in hearing God’s leading on homosexuality. 
At least some, maybe all, of us are failing to hear 
clearly the speaking of the still, small voice. Despite 
the clarity of my present leading, I fully acknowledge 
that I may be hearing that voice wrongly. I remain 
committed to continued listening and searching until, 
through the process of achieved unity, Friends become 
clear on the message of that voice. 

Equally, I say to Friends who at present 
believe homosexuality to be consistent with God’s 
teachings for men and women, however clearly they 
now hear that leading: I have faith that you, too, fully 
acknowledge that you may be wrong, and I have faith 
that you, too, will remain committed to continued 
listening and searching until, through the process of 
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achieved unity, Friends become clear on the message 
of that voice. 

To my homosexual Friends, those whom I 
know already and those whom I do not yet know, I 
hold you in love, in love sufficiently strong that it can 
reach beyond differences in our present hearings of 
God’s voice and can bind us to seek together as 
Friends in corporate search for the voice and truth 
which, when we hear it together, we will all know as 
the true and ultimate speaking of God to and for our 
lives. 


Book Reviews 


From London With Love 
by Marilyn Schiffman, University 
Meeting (WA) 


Gifts and Ministries: A Discussion Paper 
on Eldership, by Alastair Heron, Quaker Home 
Service; A Month with Isaac Penington, ed. 
Beatrice Saxon Snell, Quaker Home Service; To 
Lima with Love, February 1987, Quaker Home 
Service. 

All pamphlets may be ordered from 
Quaker Home Service, Friends House, Euston Rd., 


London NW12BJ 


I felt led to let these three pamphlets 
reviewed here guide me from the beginning of 
September through early October 1987. They 
became a short Quaker Studies Program from 
London Yearly Meeting to nourish the spiritual 
seeking in my life and my relationships to my 
Monthly and Yearly Meetings. It is now with 
love that I commend them to you. 

In Gifts and Ministries: A Discussion on 
Eldership Alastair Heron traces the history of 
elders and overseers within the Religious 
Society, and explores our needs today, including 
the process of matching spiritual gifts with 
needs. He further discusses the interrelationship 
of freedom, authority, and leadership, conclud- 
ing with appendix extracts from the Book of 


YOU ARE INVITED 
to the 


42ND ANNUAL 
GATHERING 


PACIFIC YEARLY MEETING 


of the 
RELIGIOUS SOCIETY OF FRIENDS 
August 1 - August 6, 1988 


Craig Hall Complex 
1400 West Third Street 
Chico, California 95926 

Telephone: (916) 345 - 1393 
PYM Phone: (916) 894 - 7673 


The Monthly Meetings and Worship Groups 
that constitute Pacific Yearly Meeting gather 
annually. We welcome members, attenders, 
seekers and their families. Friends from 
other Yearly Meetings of the Religious Soci- 
ety of Friends and the Wider Quaker Fellow- 
ship are also welcome. 


WHAT IS YEARLY MEETING? 


* It is a TIME to experience corporate worship as the 
basis of our lives together; a time to exercise our 
faith and work through the issues, finding their 
resolution in the sense of the meeting. 


* It is a PLACE where we do our corporate business 
in a Quakerly way; where the unique light of each 
person can shine; where we can meet friends and 
Friends. 


* It is a SPACE where the tightness of our lives is 
opened and loosened and where something fresh 
and new can enter. 


* It isa GATHERING of the family; old friends, new 
friends, Young Friends and children. 


* It isa COMMUNITY we build together, a marvel- 
Ous potpourri of agenda items, worship-fellowship 
groups, working groups, sharing opportunities and 
joyful activities. 
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PYM REGISTRATION — 1988 


Please read both sides of this page before filling out this form. Print in ink. 


LASSI ANE EN 


If your family has more than one last name, use one above and write each family member's last name with his or 
her first name below. 


STREET 

0 ees A ——— nr 
PHONE ( ) 

Place an "X" on the day you will arrive and day you will depart: Check if this is your first PYM (_) 


Arrival day: (Su. ) (M_) (Tu. ) (W_ +) (Th_ +) (FC) 
Departure day:(M_ ) (Tu. ) (W) (Th) (F_ +) (Sa_ i+) 


Complete one line for each family member attending PYM. Please include all attenders' ages. This data is used for 
planning and statistical purposes. Accomodation, volunteer and early morning codes are shown at the right side of 
this page. 


CODES 
First Names Sex Age Volunteer Early AM Accom No. of Days Daily Cost Total 


LATE PENALTY: 15% late penalty if registration received 
after July 13, 1988. 

CONTRIBUTIONS: Please help with our children’s and 
Junior Yearly Meeting programs if you can. We budgeted 
$2,000 in extra contributions here. Please indicate amount. 


ACCOMODATION TOTAL: 


CONTRIBUTIONS: 
Children's Program 


DEPOSIT: A deposit of at least 25% of the “Total Due” must Jr. Yearly Meeting 
accompany your registration. Please round up to the next dollar. 
Full payment is encouraged. Your deposit will be refunded, in LATE PENALTY: 
full, if you notify us of your cancellation. 
SPECIAL NEEDS: Name: ———_—_—— TOTAL DUE: 
Trouble with stairs 
— Trouble walking distances DEPOSIT: 
—— Diabetic diet 
Sa Te BALANCE DUE AT PYM: 
Other needs 


ROOMMATE PREFERENCE 


UE UEEEEEEEEEEEEEREEEEREROEEE 


The opening Yearly Meeting session begins at 2 P.M. on 
Monday, August 1. The closing session ends at noon on 
Saturday, August 6. Committees meet Sunday, July 31 and 
Monday morning. 


Housing and Meals. At PYM, you may stay in dormi- 
tories or camp. For dorms and camping each 
registration “day” begins with supper and ends with 
lunch the next day. For day attenders, the registra- 
tion “day” is a conventional day. Vegetarian meals 
will be available. Indicate any special diet needs on 
the registration form. 


The dorms are standard college dorms with two 
persons to a room. If you stay in a dorm, you take 
all three meals in the dining room. If there is a 
person you wish to share with or if your mobility is 
limited, please indicate under “Special Needs.” 
Blankets and pillows, sheets and towels are pro- 
vided. 


Camping will be on the campus with showers and 
refrigerators in the dorm. If you camp you can elect 
to take meals in the dining room. 

Day attenders have the option to purchase no 
meals, purchase lunch, only, or purchase lunch and 
dinner. 

Fees. Fees cover registration, lodging and meals. 
The per person, per day fee is — 


AGES 

Accomodation Code 12-79 2-11 & over 
79 

A: Dorm & 3 meals $30.00 $15.00 
B: Camp & 3 meals $22.00 $11.00 
C: Camp, lunch, dinner $20.00 $10.00 
D: Camp & lunch $15.00 $ 7.50 
E: Camp-nomeals — $11.00 $ 5.50 
F: Day, lunch, dinner $14.00 $ 7.00 
G: Day & lunch $ 9.00 $ 4.50 
H. Day - no meals $ 5.00 $ 2.50 


There is no charge for children under 2. 

Family maximum. The family maximum is three 
times the full adult cost, e.g. for camping with lunch, 
the family maximum is $45.00 per day. (Family 
means no more than two adults and their dependent 
children.) 


Refunds. If in doubt, register. Registrations can be 
cancelled or changed. We will happily refund your 
deposit if you let us know that you cannot attend. 
Mail the registration half of this sheet to: 
Larry Perry 
2353 Vine Street 
Berkeley, CA 94708 
(415) 843 - 3803 


VOLUNTEER! 

| volunteer time with the following: $-secretariat; A- 
arrangements; C-children; J-Jr. High/High School; P- 
phone/communications; T-transportation. Place 
code in the appropriate box on the registration form. 
The children’s program needs 1384 volunteer hours 
for the week! 


EARLY MORNING GROUPS 

From 8:15 - 9:30 each morning, we will have a 
traditional children's program, worship-fellowship 
groups and unprogrammed worship as well as new, 
experimental groupings. Please read the options 
below and choose one for each person in your 
family. Enter, in the early morning column of the 
registration form, the number for choices 1 - 5. (If 
you choose 6 or 7 do not indicate the number.) 


All Friends above elementary school age are free to 
choose among groups. High school Friends can 
decide whether to stay with their age group or join 
another group. 

1. Volunteer with babies (up to two years) or the 
pre-school group (ages 2 - 5). 

2. Worship-fellowship group which will meet with 
the elementary group (ages 6 - 11). 

3. Junior Friends (jr/high school) worship-fellowship 
group: we need friends who have experience 
with both children and w-f groups. Each group 
willhave more children than adults and will meet 
every morning. 

4. Worship-fellowship (traditional). 

. Unprogrammed worship. 

6. Afternoon group for children’s program staff and 
others who want this time. 

7. 12 Step Programs. 


Oo 
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DIRECTIONS 


From Interstate 5, take the Orland exit and follow 
Route 32 east to Chico. Continue on Route 32 
through Chico to Third Street and turn right. Go 3 
blocks to Craig Hall. 

From US99, go onto Route 32 west, then north to 
Third Street and turn left. (There is a 7/11 store on 
the intersection of Route 32 and Third.) 


et is i Mi i 


Craig Hall, 1400 West Third Street, Chico, California — 
95926. (916) 345 - 1393 or the PYM phone 
(916) 894 - 7673. 


TRANSPORTATION 


Chico is served by Greyhound bus, AMTRACK (the 
Coast Starlight) and several WestAir airline flights. 
Contact the Chico area transportation coordinators 
(preferably in writing) if you need to be met. If you 
need to be met elsewhere, contact the Arrangements 
Clerk. For changes after noon Sunday, July 31, call 
PYM directly at (916) 894 - 7673. 


Chico Area Transportation Coordinator: Linda 
Koenig, 1940 W. Sacramento, Chico, CA 95926, 
(916) 345 - 3132 

Southern California Bus Coordinator: Ruth Peters, 
649 La Mirada, San Marino, CA 91108. 

(818) 799 - 3266 

Arrangements Clerk: Walter Jones, 8545 Renown 
Dr., San Diego, CA 92119. (619) 469 - 7627 


WEATHER 
Chico is usually very hot in August. Bring swim suit, 
light clothing. The buildings are air conditioned. 


ADDITIONAL INFORMATION 

Friends are reminded that we agree to refrain from 
the use of alcohol and other abusive substances 
during our time together at PYM. 


ABSOLUTELY NO PETS! 
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Christian Discipline of London Yearly Meeting. I 
would like to quote a few of the passages that 
spoke most deeply to my condition. 

Friend Heron offers: “how do we decide 
whether an individual has rightly discerned the 
guidance of God? To this our solution is still 
that of submitting to the corporate inspiration 
given to a worshipping group of our fellow 

believers. That will, however, only continue to 
be a valid solution so long as the Friends in such 
a group share a meaningful belief in God, in 
God’s readiness to guide us, and in our inherent 
capacity to be guided. In this lies the essential 
difference between the secular authority of group 
consensus, and the Quaker affirmation that the 
final and accessible authority is with God. But 
love must be ‘the first motion’ if words and our 
means of expression are not to frustrate or divide 
us. If for some it is difficult to speak of ‘the 
guidance of God’, but easier to ‘follow the 
Inward Light’, so be it. Perhaps one gift of 
eldership is the capacity and readiness to 
translate, and this may have become a much 
needed and appreciated ministry for our time.” | 
know our Monthly Meeting is struggling 
creatively with these themes and I hope Alastair 
Heron will become a resource for our search. 

I spent all of September reading A 
Month with Isaac Penington as part of my daily 
devotions. Beatrice Saxon Snell has edited this 
anthology of daily readings compiled from the 
letters of Isaac Penington. She has also included 
a quote from the Bible and one from another 
spiritual author with each daily letter to deepen 
their context. 

The letters date from 1665 (seven years 
after his convincement in 1658) to 1679, shortly 
before his death. Born in 1616, Isaac Penington 
was the son of a former Lord Mayor of London, 
and a man of considerable education, wealth, 
and social prominence. He sacrificed much in 
his calling to Quakerism. Isaac became father- 
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in-law to William Penn through his step- 
daughter, Gulielma Springett, born to Mary 
Penington and her first husband, Sir William 
Springett. The Peningtons, both in home and 
heart, became a haven for Friends of the first 
generation of Quakerism. 

Many of Penington’s letters were 
written from prison during his sufferings for 
Truth’s sake. Some were written to individuals 
and others to worship groups, expressing much 
of the best in Friends’ traditions of spiritual 
friendship and spiritual direction, traditions 
which I believe we sorely need to revive today. 
One of the passages that spoke most deeply to 
my condition comes in “Day Thirteen” in a 
letter to Widow Hemmings who was a close 
friend of Penington’s. In it he writes, “The 
desires of my heart to the God of my life are that 
nothing might come between thy soul and God’s 
truth; that thy comfort, peace, and joy might be 
full ....” 1 hunger to read more of Isaac Pening- 
ton, and am grateful to Beatrice Snell for her 
work. 

The third in these gifts from Quaker 
Home Service is To Lima with Love: Baptism, 
eucharist and ministry: a Quaker response. This 
document is London Yearly Meeting’s response 
to the World Council of Churches’, 1982 “Lima 
text” which invited churches throughout the 
world to share their understandings and prac- 
tices of baptism, eucharist, and ministry. 
London Yearly Meeting’s Meeting for Sufferings 
formally received the document (BEM) in 
December 1983 and began a long threshing and 
discussion process facilitated by the Committee 
on Christian Relationships. This process 
resulted in publication of the pamphlet To Lima 
with Love in February 1987. 

In addition to exploring Quaker 
concepts of the internal sacraments and the 
ministry of all, the pamphlet considers authority 
and decision making in Quaker experience, and 

(Continued on page 146) 
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Quaker understanding of Christian unity. The 
responses make fascinating reading in Friendly 
theology, but for me, suffered a bit by references 
to the original BEM document which were not 
clear to me. I especially appreciated the 
background paper at the end of the formal 
response. This describes the process used 
throughout London Yearly Meeting to discuss 
the World Council text. It also highlights the 
implications of Friends’ replies in terms of 
recognized needs for religious education and 
spiritual clarification of Friends’ faith and 
practice within the membership of London 
Yearly Meeting. I felt encouraged to know that 
my Metamother Yearly Meeting is going through 
some of the same renewal of identity and 
spiritual renaissance that I feel we are called to 
here in our considerably younger Western Yearly 
Meetings. To Lima with Love can give us much 
tendered guidance in our search, as can all three 
of these Quaker Home Service pamphlets. 


Memorial Minutes 


Margaret Graham 
1913. - 1987 


Margaret Graham was born in 1913 in 
Chengdu, Szechuan Province, China, and died July 2, 
1987 at age 74, in Tucson, Arizona, a loved member 
of Pima Monthly Meeting. She founded the U.S./ 
China Friendship Association in Tucson and opened 
her home to Chinese students attending the Univer- 
sity of Arizona. She is survived by three sons. What 
she wrote for a Chinese gathering may be considered 
her epitaph: 

Friendship’s Genesis 
by Margaret Graham 

The invisible door of understanding 
creaks on rusted hinges, 

And eager hands push it yet wider 

to the longing, hungry dawn. 

A new day, fresh day: blue sky, soft 
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breeze, gentle rain. 
The velvet night fades 
For the huge red sun rises 
Behind the Rincon Mountains of 
Tucson, Arizona 
and 
the Golden Summit of Omei San 
in Szechuan. 
Hands, black and brown and white, 
reach through the door 
to clasp brown hands 
and 
the 
hands are 
warm. 


Emilio Osta 
1909 - 1987 


Emilio Osta, longtime member of Pima 
Friends Meeting, Tucson, Arizona and concert 
pianist, died here on September 28, 1987 at the age of 
78. Emilio was born in San Francisco, California of 
Navarran Spanish parents. In 1959, he became the 
father and founder of the Tucson Peace Center. In 
1960, he launched the centennial of Isaac Albeniz not 
only by mastering the composer’s known works, but 
also by playing the world premier of the “Concierto 
para Piano y Orquesta,” Opus 78. This was an 
unfinished work which Emilio discovered and which, 
with the help of sketchy notations that Albeniz had 
made before his death, Emilio was able to orchestrate 
while he was in Spain in 1948. In 1975, he celebrated 
Manuel de Falla’s centennial by embarking on an 
overland concert tour from California to Argentina. 
He is survived by his wife Tulia Osta and two sisters. 


Kay Sinclair 

A Memorial Meeting for Worship was held 
for Kay Sinclair on Saturday, January 16, 1988 at 
Claremont Meeting House. Kay died on January 6 at 
the age of 66, following a year’s courageous struggle 
with cancer. 

Kay was born into a Quaker family, 
attended Westtown Friends School, and lived Quaker 
values throughout her life. She was widowed when 
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the youngest of her five children was only a baby, and 
returned from the East to her childhood hometown of 
Claremont to raise her family. She trained as a 
counselor and used that training throughout her life. 
When some of her own children were teenagers, she 
helped with the Claremont Meeting high school 
group, always creatively. 

Kay was known as a superb gourmet cook. 
When she established and ran the Argonaut Inn 
restaurant in Jackson, California, she showed her 
understanding of young people by having a number of 
them live and work at the Inn. There she also 
encouraged their artistic talents and spiritual growth. 

Kay nourished and nurtured friends in the 
Meeting and in the community. Her cooking 
nourished shut-ins, and any of her friends whom she 
knew were going through difficult times or were just 
unusually busy. Through her membership on 
Fellowship Arrangements and Visiting Committees, 
she nurtured the spirit of friendship in the Meeting. 
She was the guiding light behind the monthly Sunday 
morning potluck brunch which has become a time of 
warm fellowship. 

Kay was generous, warm-hearted, and very 
kind. She had a strong interest in spiritual growth, 
studying and reading extensively as well as putting her 
knowledge into practice. Silent worship and 
meditation had deep meaning for her. During her last 
year, a group met weekly with her for worship and 
healing. She had a gift for friendship and will be 
sorely missed by her host of friends both inside and 
outside the Meeting. 

Che gathercd meeting is the heart of the iN 


MEETING HOUSE 
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Letters 
Fear and Hope 
Dear Editor: 

I’m grateful that you printed Arthur Kanegis’ 
Future Wave. There are several points I’d like to 
comment on and a conclusion I’d like to draw which 
Arthur Kanegis only implies: that fear immobilizes 
whereas hope draws us forward. “For we are saved by 
hope,” wrote Paul to the Christians in Rome. 

First, in reference to law and the sheriff as an 
alternative security system: Friends are apt to reject 
the law on the grounds that it is imperfect. Yet 
imperfection characterizes all human institutions. We 
hear Friends say from time to time that we’ll never 
have peace in the world until we have peace within 
ourselves. Ben Seaver in Three Definitions of Peace 
called this preventing floods by stopping the river at 
its source. Inner peace is good in itself, not in that it 
brings about peace between nations. 

I’m glad that Arthur Kanegis refers to the impor- 
tance of institutions. The European Economic 
Community, for example, is a fragile institution 
lacking enforcement or sanctions, but in its short 
existence, war between its member states is unthink- 
able. There is even talk of acommon currency. It 
isn’t fulfillment of Penn’s Essay Towards the Present 
and Future Peace of Europe, but it is a beginning. 

Finally, I’m pleased that Arthur Kanegis refers to 
nonviolence as a non-word as if Friends were to refer 
to our testimonies as non-lying, non-discrimination, 
or non-superfluity. | propose not — astrowave which 
suggests outer space — but good will. Good will 
suggests both an inner state of mind as well as outer- 
directed action. 

Dreams and visions of hope! If Arthur Kanegis is 
told that they come from his imagination, he can 
reply with Shaw’s Saint Joan: “Of course they do. 
That is how the messages of God come to me.” 


— Madge Seaver, Palo Alto Meeting (CA) 


Divine Call for Mercy, Justice and Equality 
Dear Friends, 

I wish to thank Friend Peg Phillips for her plainly 
worded letter in the November 1987 issue of Friends 
Bulletin. The truth of her words was painfully moving. 

(Continued on page 148) 
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Gays and lesbians, even among Friends, are the new 
“niggers” and all too often we fail to see how we 
submit to our own oppression. The good news is that 
more of us are getting “uppity” and calling Friends to a 
single standard of truth, and Friends are beginning to 
listen. 

A few months ago, I was among some 800 people 
arrested at the Supreme Court, following the 1987 
National March on Washington for Lesbian and Gay 
Rights. Several other Quakers were present as well. 
Inscribed on the Supreme Court building are the 
words, “equal justice under the law,” the travesty of 
which became so apparent. Nevertheless, | felt 
empowered to overcome my oppression, realizing that, 
in large part, I’m as oppressed as I allow myself to be. 

I’m saddened, however, that I must call attention 
to an injustice within my own beloved religious 
community. Gays and lesbians can no longer accept 
second-class membership in the Society of Friends. 
Marriage is a sacrament which cannot be denied us 
forever. I’ve no doubt that the Holy Spirit is moving 
among Friends on this issue. Eventually, we must be 
obedient to the Divine Call for mercy, justice and 
equality. The process may be slow and painful, but 
Truth will proceed. As the skit at last Pacific Yearly 
Meeting said, “We just want to get married.” What’s 
so difficult about that? Do we not believe in equality, 
Friends? 

Your Friend in Christ — Rick L. Troth, Orange 
Grove Monthly Meeting(CA) 


Paving the Way for Spiritual Changes 
Dear Editor: 

Yes, I do like better the new Palatino 
typeface of Friends Bulletin! It makes the reading 
much easier. 

I wish to seize the opportunity to associate 
myself with Mildred Cowger’s letter (FB, Dec. 1987) 
on Working Towards a Spiritual Transformation, for I 
too appreciated your long editorial. I would also like 
to point out that I took the liberty of reproducing it 
(forgive me for not clearing it with you first) for 
further circulation to the members of our European 
Quaker Peace Consultation. I am now getting back 
“thank you messages” for having done so. These 
expressions of gratitude are really due to you. Some 
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Friends found your account really moving. So, feel 
encouraged to carry on the good work. 

May this New Year, 1988, fulfill some of our 
hopes for a better world! Meantime we need to use all 
our talents to the best of our ability in order to change 
the little things in our lives and, thus, pave the way 
for the greater changes to come. The sacrifices of 
some of us are a living witness to the forthcoming 
spiritual changes for which we must be ready. 

Shalom, 

Franco Perna, FWCC European & Near 
East Section Secretary, Luxembourg 
P.S. I also wish to add that I found Future Wave, 
Astrowave, and the Bully Proof Shield in your 
November 1987 issue, really convincing and a useful 
tool for possible peacemaking, thanks! 


Appreciation of Frankness and Truth 
Dear Editor, 

Please find enclosed my check to cover the 
cost of a gift subscription for my son and daughter-in- 
law, Stan and Priscilla Baker who live in Vermont. 
Stan said he had heard so much about Friends Bulletin 
from friends and Friends in FGC. They said it is the 
Friends Journal of the West. In my estimation, it is 
more than that. It serves as a genuine voice of the 
Friends in its constituency. I especially appreciate the 
frankness and truth as expressed in the March issue. 

— Hermione Baker, Morango Basin 


Worship Group (CA) 


Misreading a Friend's Position 

Dear Editor, 

It was, in my humble opinion, insensitive of you to 
publish Bob Schutz’s cruel name-calling, almost 
fanatical response to Sally Bryan’s comments on 
“Marriage.” 

I do not feel “democratic dialogue” is 
enough to bless such an attack with publication. 
Quaker dialogue should allow for sincere expressions 
of disagreement among us. It should not include a 
diatribe of false accusations born of a misreading of a 
sensitive Friend’s position. 

L agree with Sally Bryan. 

— Van Ernst, Wider Quaker Fellowship 
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Dear Editor, 

I cannot thank you enough for the March 
issue of Friends Bulletin — for the daring and the 
courage of it. For the initiative and the response. | 
am so grateful that we Friends are looking deeply into 
such issues as homosexuality and AIDS and emerging 
with understanding and compassion. | am grateful to 
be a Friend in such a company. 

— Gene Knudsen-Hoffman, Santa 

Barbara Meeting (CA) 


Thoughts on Words 
Dear Friends, 

Historically, Friends have addressed 
religious values more correctly more often, in my 
view, than other Christian denominations, and 
Friends’ views have often prevailed in society as a 
whole. Perhaps because of past success with respect to 
slavery, Friends seem unusually susceptible to 
movements arising from groups that view themselves 
as victims of society rather than of themselves or their 
immediate families. Currently, some are attempting 
to re-write the rules and realities of marriage to 
accomodate the way they are, or in many cases the 
way they think they are, rather than adapt themselves 
to the realities of religious values or psychoanalysis. 
Robert Barclay, the intellectual founder of Quakers, 
in his famous Barclay’s Apology, wrote on page 364 
that the right of Friends to act out of conscience does 
not apply to actions which are “contrary to moral and 
eternal statutes ....” Current efforts to distort the 
meaning of the Christian sacrament of marriage by 
expanding it to include something called “same-sex 
marriage” could benefit from Barclay’s advice. In an 
effort to introduce some candor and clarity into the 
discussion, I prepared a one-page statement of my 
thoughts. [See Forum.] 

Another set of thoughts, not my own, are 
relevant to this issue: 

BETWEEN CIVILIZATION AND BARBARISM 

"Respect for the word is the first commandment in 
the discipline by which man can be educated to maturity, in- 
tellectual, emotional, and moral.” 

“Respect for the word, to employ it with scrupu- 
lous care and an incorruptible heart-felt love of truth, is 


essential if there is to be any growth in a society or in the 
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human race.” 

“To misuse the word is to show contempt for man. 
It undermines the bridges and poisons the wells. It causes 
Man to regress down the long path of his evolution.” 

— from Markings by Dag Hammarskjold 
Sincerely, 


Howard L. Bull, Palo Alto Meeting (CA) 


Preserving Marriage 
Dear Editor, 

I find it heartening for the health of Friends 
that the many who support the preservation of 
marriage, both as concept and word, are becoming 
more active on this issue within the Society. Espe- 
cially appreciated is the recent call for preservation by 
Sally Bryan in the January issue. Therein is much 
wisdom, Friends. Sad, though, is Bob Schutz’s 
distorted and bitter personal attack in the March 
issue, after his erroneous assertion of Sally’s “ill- 
conceived attack.” 

I regret our University Friends’ Ministry and 
Worship Committee over-exercising itself and 
intervening against one of our members (see Marvin 
Gregory’s article in the same March issue). While | 
may not agree with some of his remarks, is not this 
astonishing attempt to deflect and squelch expression 
of an individual statement telling evidence that 
Marvin is providing some important, if uncomfort- 
able, truths? 

More to the main purpose though, I write to 
offer light on a concept, equality, which has been 
greatly misused in our discussions on marriage and 
committed unions. So assertive, perhaps coercive, has 
been the press for equality that some of us have been 
reluctant to retain quite real, and perhaps crucial, dis- 
tinctions in affirming marriage. Why so? 

I suggest that the Ranking Imperative may 
have in the past unwittingly enthralled us. One 
version of this insidious and pervasive notion, which 
goes back several thousand years to at least the 
Greeks, is this: If any two things are different or 
distinct, one must necessarily be better than the 
other. Reflect on the human torment perpetrated 
under the banner of this wrong-headed structuring of 
reality. 

And what has happened, at least in part, to 

(Continued on page 150) 
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too many of us in discussions on committed relation- 
ships is simple. In order to avoid dealing with perhaps 
unconscious cultural pressure to rank distinct things, 
some have chosen to deny the obvious or essential 
distinctions inherent in the man-woman covenant, 
however frequently or infrequently its potentials have 
been realized or betrayed. 

In the world, Friends, not of it! 


—Parke Gaston, University Friends Meeting (WA) 


Proceeding in the Spirit of Woolman 
Dear Editor, 

Tam afraid I lose the sense of Marvin 
Gregory’s contribution more often than I follow it, as 
many time as I have now read it through. Among 
other difficulties, I have not been able to understand 
his point about “Mr. Woolman’s testimony during the 
Vietnam War,” or how that may relate to present 
issues. But it might help Friends somewhat if I were 
to indicate how John Woolman got into the discus- 
sion in the first place. 

University Meeting was being told that 
discussions of same-sex marriage were irrelevant to 
our corporate life and should be removed from our 
consideration. I, with I am afraid more heat than now 
leaves me comfortable, said that the issue would not 
go away, and that to expect it to do so was to put 
oneself on a par with slave-owning Friends saying 
“Shut up” to John Woolman. 

I wish indeed that we could find more of 
Woolman’s spirit as we proceed. He was persistent, as 
I feel we must be if we believe in continuing revela- 
tion, but he never “pummeled,” “pursued,” or 
“flogged.” I regret the “Shut up” in the way I 
expressed myself, but not the point I was making. 
Yours, 


— William H. Matchett, University Meeting (WA) 


“It Is From God That Our Truth Comes” 
Dear Friends, 

The March 1988 Friends Bulletin opens 
with a quotation from Isaac Pennington, “Our life is 
love, and peace, and tenderness ....” 

It is an appealing sentiment. It also 
contains a fundamental error for Friends. 

A Friend’s life should demonstrate love, and 
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peace, and tenderness, but what that life is is listening 
to and following the will of God. Love, and peace, 
and tenderness grow out of following God’s leading. 
The mistaken conceptions that “God is love,” and 
that “love is all there is,” are simply contrary to — 
and indeed very destructive of — the core Quaker 
message. 

Fortunately, in further editorial comment 
Shirley Ruth backed away from the implications of 
the Penington quotation and closed with the clear 
statement that it is from God that our truth comes. It 
is a message which I fear is too much lost in the 
current concerns over homosexual issues. And I fear 
mightily that if we lose sight of that core Quaker 
message we are in great danger of losing the possibility 
of being and remaining Friends. 

Certainly love, and forgiveness, have always 
been — and I hope will always be — central to the 
truths which Friends receive from God. But it is also 
all too easy to misunderstand and abuse the realities of 
love and forgiveness. Such abuse of these realities is, | 
believe, at the center of much of the current distress 
over the issues surrounding homosexuality. 

Homosexuality, like heterosexuality, is, after 
all, a behavior, not a state of being. All behaviors — 
from following Martin Luther King to following Joe 
Clark, from going to prison for draft refusal to going to 
Vietnam to kill Viet Cong, from being a Jew to being 
a Moslem to being a Buddhist to being a Quaker — 
are heavily influenced by a wide range of factors, 
including one’s own experiences, one’s family and 
social environment, and one’s genetic inheritance. 
Some behavioral choices are, clearly, more trivial 
than others. Some are deeply rooted in our very self- 
conception (as, for example, is my choice to be a 
Quaker). 

Some with whom I have discussed this issue 
argue that homosexuality is not a free choice, because 
it appears to them to be heavily conditioned by 
hereditary predisposition. Perhaps that is true 
(though I know homosexuals who have made a clear, 
reasoned and deliberate choice to practice homosexu- 
ality in preference, or in addition, to heterosexuality). 

But hereditary predisposition is not unique 
to the behavior of homosexuality. There appear to be 
clear hereditary predispositions toward many 
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(Editorial: continued from page 138) 

to join me in a few moments of fantasy on the theme 
of “War Tax Returns.” Some economist or statisti- 
cian among us might wish to calculate an amount of 
money which, in the daring dreams of war tax 
resisters, might be returned to all who oppose the use 
of their tax dollars for war or war-related expendi- 
tures. Even more satisfying are the fantasies of 
spending such “returns,” a task Friends would, I’m 
sure, willingly undertake — funding for peaceful, 
environmental and socially useful projects in this 
country and abroad: an end to world hunger, 
homelessness, poverty! 

The typesetter confesses to a Freudian slip: 
the tax season, its pressures and tax returns were in 
her mind when she made the unconscious substitu- 
tion. 

And your editor is learning the importance 
of taking a break at harried moments, laying aside 
copy and returning to it later with calmer sight and 
restoration of humor. Yes, laughter and fantasy help! 


— Shirley Ruth 


(Letters: continued from facing page) 

behaviors, some admirable, some (such as child abuse 
and alcoholism) not so admirable. Are we to suggest 
that a behavior should be accepted and approved 
simply because it is based on a hereditary predisposi- 
tion? 

To discriminate for or against a person on 
the basis of a state of being — on one’s skin color, 
one’s hair color, one’s sex, one’s physical handicaps — 
is clearly (to me, at least) abhorrent. 

Whether discriminating for or against a 
behavior of choice is equally abhorrent requires, for 
me at least, some consideration. (Don’t you feel an 
innate sense of discrimination in favor of a person you 
are just meeting if you know that the person has 
chosen the behavior of Quakerism? Is that abhor- 
rent?) 

I, and I hope other Friends with me, feel 
clearly led by God to love all persons, irrespective of 
those persons’ choices and behaviors. 

But that loving is not blind. Even as I love, 
I also feel called on to consider the correctness of 


those persons’ choices and behaviors. 
I marched in the South in the early 1960's 
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to testify to my belief in full civil rights for all persons. 
And I was beaten by police and by citizens who 
opposed what we believed in. 

I tried very hard to love those who beat me 
—and sometimes I succeeded. But I can assure you 
that I did not approve of their choice to be segrega- 
tionists. I tried very hard to forgive them, and again, I 
sometimes succeeded. But that did not blind me to 
the reality that what they were doing was wrong. 

There are unfortunately some individuals in 
our society today who believe that “gay bashing” is 
acceptable and even honorable. I hope that my gay 
and lesbian Friends try to love and forgive these 
individuals. But that love and forgiveness do not 
imply approval. I assure my gay and lesbian Friends 
that I will continue actively to discriminate against 
such behavior. And I hope all Friends join me in 
testifying that while “gay bashers” remain children of 
God, and loved and forgiven, what they are doing is 
wrong, and that must stop. They must change their 
behavior. 

From whatever sources a behavior arises, 
then, we as Friends are called on to love those who 
follow that behavior, but also act to examine and 
evaluate that behavior. 

My experiences in life and as a parent lead 
me clearly to the realization that there is a hereditary 
predisposition within many men (and some women) 
toward violent resolution of conflicts. This hereditary 
predisposition, along with familial and social 
influences, leads some men and some women to make 
a conscious behavioral choice to be militarists. This 
being so, does our peace testimony discriminate 
unfairly against militarists? Are we obliged, in order 
to.avoid discrimination and guarantee equality (that 
favorite term of Bob and Connie Jolly, among others), 
to abandon our testimony against violence? 

I believe unequivocally that God calls on 
me to love all persons, and I strive to follow God’s 
calling. But I believe, equally unequivocally, that 
God calls me to make clear that certain behaviors, 
certain paths of action, are in accordance with, and 
certain others contrary to, God’s will. God calls on 
me to love the sinner, but to hate the sin. 

— Christopher Hodgkin, University 
Meeting (WA) 
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1988 YEARLY MEETINGS 
POSTMASTERS: SEND FORM 3579 
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2160 Lake Street, San Francisco, CA 94121 


June 8-12 IMYM, Ghost Ranch, 
Abiquiu, NM 


Second Class Postage Paid at San Francisco, CA 
July 27 - 31 NPYM, Linfield 
College, McMinnville, OR 


August 1 -6 PYM, Craig Hall, 
Chico, CA 


ANNOUNCEMENTS 
Former Haverford College President Selected as Chancellor of University of 


California, Santa Cruz 

On June 1 at 11:00 A.M. in the UCSC upper Quarry Amphitheater, Robert Stevens, former 
president of Haverford, will be inaugurated as new chancellor. The speaker will be Mary McPherson, President 
of Bryn Mawr. Her topic will be: “From Quakers to Earthquakers.” 


John Woolman High School Faculty Openings 

John Woolman School is currently accepting applications for faculty positions. Assignments include 
Farm Supervisor, Freshman English, Geometry, History & Government, Librarian and Spanish. Interested 
persons should contact Ted Menmuir, Principal, 12585 Jones Bar Road, Nevada City, CA 95959. (916) 273 - 
3183. 


Special Environment Supplement Next Month 

The June issue of Friends Bulletin will include a special pull-out supplement, “Environment in Friends’ 
Concerns.” 

PYM’s Committee on Unity with Nature is sponsoring the supplement as part of their proposal for a 
quarterly journal on environmental ethics. 

This special issue draws on leading authors to examine environment-justice links in Central America 
and to survey the rapid growth of ecological activities in spiritual and religious circles around the world. It will 
also address the rich possibilities for a journal with Quaker approaches to ecology, drawing on Quaker spiritual 
traditions such as simplicity, community and nonviolence, while remaining mindful, in the midst of environ- 
mental matters, of such Quaker concerns as justice and peace. 

That’s a big agenda for a small issue. The Committee hopes it will whet your appetite for more, and 
build support for an ongoing journal. Look for it in your next Friends Bulletin ! 


Friends Summer Workcamp — June 3 to 17, 1988 

The Friends Summer Workcamp ’88 is a two week introduction into the social realities, problems and 
possibilities, faced by those in the inner city. Also in the challenging forum of hammering nails and feeding the 
homeless, we seek to learn from one another across the diversity of Quakers. 

We seek 15 Friends, age 18 and older, from as many Yearly Meetings. Cost is $125 for food, aes 
materials and insurance. Selection will be made on a first-come, first-served basis with preference to geographi- 
cal and Friends-affiliation diversity. For details and applications: Michael Van Hoy, Friends Workcamps, 1515 
Cherry Street, Philadelphia, PA 19102. (215) 241 - 7236. 


